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( हम राज्य मंत्र प्रशासनों को छोड़कर ) कनीय माधकारियों द्वारा जारी किए गए सांविधिक माश और गधसपना 
Orders And Notifications issued by Central Authorities (other than Administrations of Union 

Territories) 


भारत निर्वाचन आयोग 
नई दिल्ली , 12 जनवरी , 1988 


आ . अ . 13 : - - 1985 को निर्वाचन अर्जी संख्या 
4 में आन्ध्र प्रदेश के उच्च न्यायालय के तारीख 9- 12- 1987 
के निर्णय को लोक प्रतिनिधित्व अधिनियम 1951 ( 1951 
का 43 ) की धारा 106 के अनुसरण में , निर्वाचन आयोग 
इसके द्वारा प्रकाशित करता है । 
सिंघा 82 आ . प्र . लो . स . / 4/ 85] 

प्रादेश से , 
दो . मी . सिंघल , अवर सचिव 
ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi , the 12th January, 1988 
O . N . 13. In pursuance of section 106 of the Repre 
ventation of the People Act, 1951. ( 43 of 1951 ) of - the Elec 
tion Commission hereby publishos the judgeriant of the High 
Court. of Andhra Pradesh dated 9th December , 1987 Eleca . , 
th6 Petition No. 4 of 1985. 

[ No. 82 / AP- HP / 4 /85] 

By Order, 

T . C . SINGHAL, Under Secy . 
124GI / 88 -- 1 


IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE . ANDHRA 

PRADESH AT HYDERABAD 

( ORIGINAL JURISDICTION) 
Wednesday the Ninth day of December One Thousand Nine 

Fundred and Eighty Seven 
PRESENT : 
The Hon ble Mrs. Justice Amareshwari. 

Election Petition No. 4 of 1985 

BETWEEN 
Thummalapalli Rulla Reddy , 

. . . Petitioner . 

AND 
M . Raghuma Reddy 

. . .Respondent. 
Petition under sections 80 & 81 of the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951 praying that in the circuinstances stated 
in the Affidavit filed herein the High Court will be pleased 
to ( 1 ) to declare the election of the respondent to the sald 
41 - - Nalgonda . Parliamentary .. Constituency . 49 . void on the 
grounds mentioned supra and (2 ) to direct the respondent 
to pay the costs of this petition . 

For the Petitioner -~ Mr. K . Venkataramaiah, Advocate. 

For the Respondent -- Mr. B. V . Subbaiah, Advocate . 
The Court détivered the lonowing juayment : 

The Petitioner challenges the validity of the election of the 
respondenti to the Nalgonda Parliamontary Coastituency held 
( 35 ) 
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on 27th December, 1984. The petitioner is a voter in 41, December , 1984 . The respondent along with others contested . 
Nalgonda Parliamçntary Constituency. 

Thę nominations were scrutinised on 7th December, 1984, 
The respondent s nomination was accepted , Election was held 

on 27th December, 1984 . Votcs were counted on 28th Do 
A Notification was issued for electing candidates to the 

cember, 1984 and the respondent was declared elected . The 
Lok Sabha somc time. in December, 1984 . Noinjations were 

election petition was filed on 11th February , 1985. 
filed on 6th December, 1984, Thc respondent along with 6 
others filed their nominations. The nominations were taken 

The main challenge to the election is that the respondent 
up for scrutiny on 7th December , 1984 . The election was 

suffers from a disqualification as contemplated under Article 
held on 27th December, 1984. Votes were counted on 28th 

102 of the Constitution of India i. e., that he holds an Office 
December , 1984 and the respondent was declared elected . 

of profit under the Government of Andhra Pradesh since ho 
Thiş Election Petition was filed on 11th February , 1985. 

was working as an Assistant Agricultural Officer in the State 
The petitioner challenges the validity of the said Election . 

service on the date of his filing of nomination and also on 

the date of election , 
Briefly, the averments are that the respondent is a Goy 
orament servant on the date of filing his nomination , that Section 100 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 
he was working as an Assistant Agricultural Officer in tho is as follows : 
Agricultural Department of Government of Andhra Pradesh 
in Mahaboobnagar district and as a Government servant he 

" 100 . Grounds for decla : ing election to be void . - 1 } 

Subject to the provisions of sub - Section ( 2 ) of the 
is not entitled to file his nomination , that inspite of an objec 

High Court is of opinion : 
tion being raised by one of the contesting candidates namely , 
Sri D . Damodar Reddy that the respondent is a Govern 

(n ) that on the date of his election a returned candi 
ment servant, his nomination was accepted. The pelitioner 

date was not qualified , or was disqualified , to be 
also averred that the respondent misappropriated Government 

chosen to all the seat under the Constitution or 
funds and an enquiry was pending on the date of election 

this Act or the Government of Union Territories 
and the enquiry is still pending. He says that for all purposcs , 

Act, 1963 ( 20 of 1963 ) ; or 
the respondent is a Government servant both on the date 
of Aling of nomination and on the date of election and even 

(b ) . . . . 
subsequently and thcrefore , he is disqualified to contest the 

(c ) . . . 
election . 


(d ) . . . 
(2 ) . . 


then the High Court may decide that the election 
of the returned candidate is not void ." 


The respondent filed a written statement denying the 
allcgation . In the wri len statement, it is stated that ho was 
formerly an Agricultural Office : in the Directorate of Agri 
culture , that he resigned his job and his resignation was 
accepted with effect from 1st March , 1983 and since that 
date he is not in service of the State Govo nment and his 
resignation was rightly accepted , Hc denied the averments 
relating to misappropriation and peodency of enquiry against 
him , He stated that his nomination paper was validly Accept 
cd and that he won the election with a massive majority of 
1. 15 lakhs against the Cong ess ( I ) candidate Damodar Reddy . 
He added that no objection was taken by anybody before the 
Returning Officer at the time of scrutiny. Alongwith the 
written statement he filed , the proceeding of the Director of 
Agriculture dated 25th October , 1983 accepting his resigna 
tion with effect from 19t March , 1983 Ex, B1, Later le filed 
a certificate (Ex . B2) dated 21st June, 1985 from the Director 
of Agricultu “ e , Andhra Pradesh , Hyderabad to the effect 
that the respondent s resignation was accepted with effect 
from 25th October , 1983 and there are no enquiries relating 
to misappropriation pending against him . 

On these pleadings, the following issues are sottled for 
dal :- - 
( 1 ) Whether the respondent was a Government servant 

in the Agricultural Department of Government of 
Andhra Pradesh and as such was holding an office 
of profit on the date of filing his nomination to the 

Nalgonda Parliamentary Constitucncy ? 
( 2 ) If so , whether the nomination filed by him is valid ? 

and 


So, the main question for consideration is whether the res 
pondent was disqualified to contest the election . Section 
100 ( 1 ) ( a ) speaks of the disqualification on the date of elec 
tion . But in this case it is not of such relevance as the case 
of the respondent is that he suffers no disqualification cither 
on the date of filing the nominations or on the date of elec 
tion . It is not disputed that a person who is in service of Gov 
ernment of India or of State Government is a person who 
holds an Office of Proſit. It is not also in dispute that this 
is a question which fulla for determination in an Election 
Petition under Sections 80 and 81 of the Representation of 
the People Act. While it is the case of the petitioner triat the 
respondent was in service of the State of Andhra Pradesh , 
working as an Assistant Agricultural Officer on the date of 
filling the nomination and also on the date of election , it is 
the case of the respondent that he resigned his job and the 
same was accepted by the competent authority with effect 
from 1st March , 1983, long before the election i. e ., 1 yoar 
9 months before the olection . 


(3 ) Whether the clection of the respondent to the Nal 

gonda Parliamentary Constituency is liable to be 
declared as void as he suffers a disqualification in as 
much as he was a Government servant on the date 
of filing of his nomination and the date of election ? 


Ex. A - 1 is the Service Register relating to the respondent, 
It is produced by P . W .- 1 the Director of Agriculture , Andhra 
Pradesh , Hyde -abad , It shows that the respondent Joined 
the State service on 13th March , 1973 As Assistant Agri 
cultural Officer. Ex. A - 2 is an entry at Page No . 10 which 
indicates that he joined duty at Hyderabad on 26th Octobor, 
1978 and he worked the" upto 2nd August, 1979 . Ex. A - 2 
further indicates that he ioined duty in F . T . C . Ofico , Hydera 
bad on 26th October, 1978 and he worked there upto 2nd 
August, 1979. This is also spoken to by P . W . 1 , the Director 
of Agriculture , Andhra Pradesh . Hyderabad , Thereupon , ho 
reported in the Office of the Director on 2nd August, 1979 
and Ex : A - 3 shows that he was sanctioned leave from 3th 
May, 1981 to 2nd November , 1981. It is evident from Ex . A 
at nago 15 of the Service Book that after 2nd November, 
1981 he wag on Farm Consultancy Service from 3rd Novem 
ber, 1981 to 2nd November , 1982. 


Two witnesses were examined on behalf of the petitioner, 
P . W . . . is the Director of Agriculture , Andhra Pradesh , 
Hyderabad and P . W . 2 is the petitioner himself , Exy . A - 1 to 
A - 17 are marked for the petitioner, The " csnondent examin 
od . himself as R . W . 1 and marked Exs, B - 1 , B -2 . and B - 3 : 


All the three issues tan be dealt with together. The ad 
ofittod facts are that the nomination papers for election to 
the Nalgonda Parliamentary Constituency were filed on 6th 


It is the case of the respondent that before the expiry 
of his leave neriod le , 2nd November , 1981 ho Applied for 
extension of leave and to continue him in the Farm Con 
sultancy service . However , it does not appear from the record 
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that any leave with granied or whether he made any such It is submitled by Mr. K . Venkataramaiah , the learned 
applicauon , ine Sponden applied oo su Lecemver, 1982 Counsel for the peutioner that EX , A - 14 ( EX . B - 1 ) the pro 
for Volunia . y Jollumen with effect from 1st March , 1983 . ceedings dated 25th Oc. obc. , 1983 accepting the resignation 
The Ullice Eve a reply Jalud 7th March , 1983 slating that he Hy neither true nor valid , He submits that it is manipulated 
was por eligible for voluntary retirement as he has not put document, 11 .8 is a very wild allegation without any basis . 
in 20 years of qualilying service , On 4th June, 1983 ho re EX, A - 12 shows that it was issued from the Directorate of 
quested the depa - tment to accept his resignation with çffect Agriculture , it bears the dated 25th Octobe : , 1983, it rcfer 
from 1st Mar 1, 1983 for the reasons alieady given . It is to the repiesentation of the respondent da.ed 4th June, 1983 
Ex, A - 6 . In Ex . 4 -6 we and a reference to his representation ( E . A - 6 ) asking the department to accept his resignation , it 
dated 1st December, 1982 and the Memo. No. Estt. 1 / 1046 / also refers to the Memo, of the department dated 16th June, 
83 dated 7th Ma. ch , 1983 . On 16th June , 1983 the Govern 1983 (LX. A - 7 ) asking the respondent to produce tlie surely 
ment gave a reply Ex. A -7 ask .ng the respondent to produce bonds in the prescribed proforma, it further relcrs 10 a re 
IWO suicly bondy in the prescribed pioforma on a stamp paper presentation of the respondent da ed 22nd June , 1983 (Ex. 
worth Rs. 22 .50 Ps. Obtained f: om two Officers not below 

A - 8 ) that he was liling the surety bond s as requited by the 
the rank of an Agricultural Oflicer to take further action depuitment and that he may be relieved fiom the post. The 
immediately in the matter. Ex. A - 7 refers to the equest of Memo is as follows : 
the resondent dated 4th June , 1983 asking the department 
to accept his scrignation . The respondent has furnished the 
burely bonds as requ ed under Ex, A - 7 . On 22nd June, 1983 

" In the circumstances stated in the referencc cited , the 
the icspondent submitted sure y bonds from two Agr .cultural 

resignation tendered by Sri M . Raghuna Reddy , 
Officers is desired . He requested that he may be relieved froil 

1 . 0 . is hereby accepied w .e .f , 1st March , 1983, 
the post with retrospective effect as requested by him in his 
carlier represen ation . This is Ex. A - 8 . Ex. A - 9 is the su ety 

(Under the orders of Sri J . Rambabu , 1. A . S ., U/ C . Direc 
bond cxccuted by two Ollicers of the Agricultural Department. 

1or of Agriculturc , Andhra Pradesh , Hyderabad ) , 
Ex. A - 9 ( a ) is the sgnatulic of the respondent. Ex . A - 10 is it 
lctte : asking the respondent to submit a certilicate to thic 
effect that he is fully aware of the consequences of the resig 

M . Ad kcsavulu , 
nation for taking further action . Ex . A - 11 is a let er address . 

for Director of Agriculturc." 
ed to the respondent stating that he was aware of the conse 
quencies and that he signed the saine on his own accord . 
Ex. 4 - 12 in the pzoceed ngs of the Director of Agriculture 

Ex, - 12 is the original in inanuscript and its finds a place 
dated 25th October , 1983 to the effect that the resignation of in the lile marked as Ex, A - 16 . Exa . A - 6 to A - 15 are also 
the respondent was accepted with effect from 1st March , marked from this file . There are absolutely no suspicious 
1983. This is also marked as Ex , B - 1. This procecding is features about this file . It is a part of official record . The 
dated 25th October , 1983 and it was issued under the orders evidence of P . W . I the Director of Agricullurc . who took 
of Sri S . Rambabu , I. A . S ., Incharge Director of Agriculture , charge of the post on 26 . 11 October, 1983 shows that J, Ram 
Hyderabad . Ex. 1 - 5 is an entry at Page 14 of the Service Re Bubu was the Director on 25 11 October, 1983 when the pro 
gis er that the resignation tendered by the respondent HRS cccdings weic issurd . Fx. A - 12 was issued under his orders. 
accepted with effect from 1st March , 1983. by proceedinin The Director of Ay culture is the Competent authority to 
Estt . II ( 2 ) 3526 / 83 , dated 25th October, 1983. 

accuint llic resignation and this position is not lisputed . 


Sd / 


The aforesaid documents clearly show that the respo. ddol 
submitted a representation in the first instance lo permit 
him to retire voluntarily and on be ng informed that lie docy 
not possess the requisite qualification namely , 20 yea : 8 of 
qualifying service , he addressed a communicațion dated 4th 
June , 1983 Ex. A - 6 to accept his resigna ion for the reasons 
Alroady explained in his representation dated 1st December , 
1982. In this the subject is mentioned as " voluntary retire . 
ment request not considered - acceptance of resignation re 
quested " . He refers to his representation dated 1st Decen 
ber, 1982 and the Memo. of the Department dated 7th March , 
1983 received by him , Ex. A - 6 clearly establish 14 that inje 
carlier letter may be treated as a letter from resignation and 
the same day be accepted with effect from 1st March , 1983 . 
Pursuant to this letter , the respondent was called upon to 
furnish two bonds in the prescribed proforma from two 
Officers not below the rank of Agricultural Officers, Ex . A - 8 
shows that he ſurvished the surety bonds of two Officers in 
which it is said that they stand as guarantee for the payment 
to Government of any arount which may be ultimately 
found payable by the respondent in respect of any excess paid 
to him by Gove nment by way of over payment of pay allow 
ances, leave salary , advances for conveyances , house buildings 
or other purposes and any losses caused to the Government 
while di charging his dut es under the Government. It is after 
this that the Director of Agriculture accepted the resignation 
with effect from 1st March , 1983 by his proceedings dated 
25th October, 1983 as evident from Ex. A - 12 . It is also re 
corded in the Service Register that the respondent s resigny 
tion was accepted with effect from 1st March , 1983 . 


It is urged by Mr. K . Venkataramaiah that Ex , A - 12 is 
Signed only by the Superintendent and it is dated 27th Octo 
be ., 1983 and hence there is some suspicion about this 
document. The dale on which the procecdings are issued to 
the par y is 27th December , 1983 and it contains the signa 
ture of the Superintendent. But thc date on which the resig 
nation was accepted as on 25th October, 1983 as evident 
from the proceedings. The resignation is accepted as evident 
from the Note file Ex . B - 3 which contains a noting to the 
effect " Yes " , The Note file shows that a note was put up 
that hefore accen ing the resignation , he may be directed 
to turpish suroty bonds . The Note File further contains a noto 
that in view of the surety bonds furnished by him , his resig 
nation may be accepted from 1st March , 1983 , The Craft 
was put up for approval. There is an endorsement which 
Haye " accepted " . The draft proceedings were put up fo : 
approval and the same were issued on 25th 0 : 10be" , 1983. Ex: 
A - 12 corresponding to Ex. B - 1 and B - 3 the Note Submit ad 
pursuant to a decision from this Court file relating to the 
acceptance of resignation establishes beyond any doubt that 
the respondent s resignation was accepted with effect from 
1st March , 1983 after following all the formalitics, Ex . B - 3 
note file is an Official file maintained by the Office of the 
Director of Agriculture and a look at it inspite confidence . 


The Director of Agriculture , who is examined as P . W .- 1 
had testified to all these facts with reference to records. He 
also issued a certificate Ex. B - 2 dated 21st June, 1985 thot 
the resignation of the respondent who was an Agriculturii ! 
Officer of the denartment was acrented with cffect frum 
1st March , 1983 and there are no disciplinary cages or mis 
appropriation caşcs pending against him . 


The Director of Agriculture , who was examined as P . W - 1 
deposed that the respondent requested for voluntary reti c 
ment with effect from 1st March , 1983 and after being in 
formed that he was not eligible and that he can resign if 
he chooses to , the respondent represented on 4th June, 1983 
that his request for voluntary retirement may he aken 08 
withdrawn ind his resignation may be accented with effect 
from 1st March , 1983 and it is for that reason , the Director 
of Agriculture accented the resignation with effect from 1st 
A rch . 1983, He admitted to have isnied the cerificate Ex . 
1) -2 vatcd 21st June , 1985. that there are no disciplinary cases 
pending against the respondent and that the respondent re 
Aigned from the job with effect from 4th Februarv . 1983 He 
further stated that Ex , B - 1 was issued under the orders of the 
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thea Wiccior of Agiculiwe, Sri Rambabu . He also stated 
that alor inc approval of hc Noto oy ing Director , proceed 
ings aro issued by the Superiotondont in tho . name of tho 
Vuector, Respondent as K . W . 1 spoko to all thox Tacts. Tho 
documeblary Vidence coupled with the evidence of P . W . I 
and K . W . I leave no room for any douut that the respondent s 
ciya . On WAS accepted by the department and ho was not 
a Government employee after 1st March , 1983, 


pursuant to Exs, A - 13 to A - 15. Thoso documents do not in 
any way show that tho rospondent was still in sorvice . They 
aro wan rogard 10 iccovery of amounts. It is pecisely for 
this purpose tho suroty bonds wore taken at the time of ac 
ceptuig na resignation to ensure collection of amounts if any 
amount is found to bo ultimately due. The disciplinary action 
rcforred to in Ex . A - 15 is with reference to the persons con 
cerned after delermining who they are . These documents to 
not in any way diute the signaticance of the proceedings 
dated 25th October, 1983 accepting the resignation of the 
respondeni, 


Mr. K . Venkataramayya submitted that the procoodings 
were s- gacd by the Superintcnucnt on 27th October , lyoj 
and the $muaging of me ink on the year Whows a lot of 
suspicion , l to original in manuscript is Ex A - 12 , The date is 
cleally mental peaks 25. h uclouer , 1983. Further , tho vig 
naturo by the Superintendent on 27th October , 1983 would 
show that the proceedings were of 25th October , 1983 und 
il could nou have beon of a later year. I find no substance 
in this contention . 


It is then submitted that I:x , A - 5 the entry in Lx. A - 1 
the Service Register is also suspicious. Ex. A - 5 is an entry 
niade by the Assistant Accounts Officer in the Service Regis . er 
of the respondent on 6 - 1 - 1984 tuat the res gnation tende- ed 
by the respondent was accepted with effect from 1st October , 
( 283 as per proceed nge dated 25th October, 1983. This 
entry uppears at tage 14 of the Se - vico Rogister. Page 15 of 
the Service Register contains some other entries relating to 
tho service iecord of tho . cspondont regarding the period of 
lenve and the permiss on given to him to take up farmi consul 
Lancy very ce . Mrom this it is sought to be argued that he 
entry was made subsequently . I do not see any adverso in 
ference has to be draw from these facts . Ex. A - 5 is only 
un endorsement made by the Assistant Accounts Officer made 
in the Service Register . 


The Petitioner is examined as P . W . 2 . He stated that ho 
is i icgistered voter in Nuigonda Parliamentary constituency . 
He filcd the Election Petition on the ground that the iespon 
dent was in Government service at the time of the election . 
But he admitted in tho cross - examination that the respondent 
won with a majority of more than two lakhs, and that he 
does not know whether the respondent resigned his job and 
that he also does not know whether on the date of nomina 
tion or at any time earlier, the Icspondent resigned his job . 
It was suggested to him that this petition was filed at the 
intrance of Damodar Reddy , tho contosting candidate . Ho 
said that he consulted Damodar Reddy before filing the Elec 
tion Petition . He further stated that he came to know that 
Regura Roddv icsigncd h s job from 1st March , 1983 from 
thic written tulerent filed by the respondent. I lave no 
Houhl in my mind that this metition was filed at the instance 
of Damodar Roudy. The petitione " has not even taken care 
10 vcrify whether the respondent was in Government service 
at the time of filing of the nomination or the election . He 
sungly fled the Election Petition on trivial grounds. 


It is lastly contended that the then Director of Agriculturo 
Sri Rambabu , who accepted the resignation has not leon 
examinou though the respondent in his evidence sta ed that 
he would examine him and thorofore , an adverse inferenco 
hay tro he drawn. At the time when the list of witreyes was 
furnished , the respondent has not cited Sri Rambabu as his 
withers. When the respond - nt was being examined , the netitio 
ner s Counsel asked him whether he would examine Sri Ram 
habu on his side. The respondent said that he would . But he 
did not examine him . The Director of Agriculture is an oldi 
cini. He can only speak with reference to record . Sri Rambabu 
WBy the Diroctor of Agriculture only upto 250h October, 
1983 , 


It is subm tied by Mr. K . Venkataramayya that Exs . A - 13 
to A - 17 shows that the respondent was still in Government 
service . Ex. A - 13 is a communication from tho BDO Ander 
gal Panchayat Samithi datod 8th May , 1984 addressed to the 
Joint Director of Agricul ure , Mahaboobnagar roquosting to 
recover A sum of Rs. 491.60 Ps. towards an excess claim 
made hy he cgrondent for the year 1976 -77 . Ex , A - 14 is a 
lotter addressed by the joint Director of Agriculturo , Mahabut 
nuga da ed 17 h October , 1985 to the Director of Ag- icul. 
ture stating that an amount of Rs. 22 ,946 has to bo settlod 
by the respondent as ner the audit obiections in respect of 
dopartment and portaioing to Panchayat Samithig of Amon 
gal and Kalwakihy for the moriod during 1972 to 1978 . 
Ex. A - 15 is a Moko losued from the Directorate of Agriculturo 
dated 6th November, 1985 to the Joint Director of Agri 
culturc , Mahabubnaga - to fix responsibility on persons cor 
corned and to report full particulars of regolarisation of re 
coveries of amounts within a month resides taking discipli 
nay action against the concerned . This momo was with refer 
ence to isque of no dun certifica e to the Roenondsmt . Ex A46 
in the entiro file Exs. A - 13. to : A - 15 relate to some internal 
correspondence between the Officers of the Agricultural De 
partment with enord in certain amounta alleged to the duo 
and which are recoverable from the respondent. The roSDOR 
dopt im Se mindenre na D . W - 1 Handged that he has nn know 
ledge about these Momos and he was not gorvoo with ang 
of them on any other Memo numuant to that. P . W . 1 3150 
does not any that any notices were issued to the respondent 


He was working in some other capacity . Later the trial 
commenced in 1985 . The person who was the Director at that : 
time was examinest and he gave evidence with reference to 
record . An Official witness who was not the concerned offi 
cial at the time of trial need not he called to the witness 
ay any official can speak only with reference to the record . 
No question of atawing an adverse inference arise4 in such 

care. 


In view of the above discussion , I hold that the regnondent 
was not holding any office of profit under the State Gover 
ment on the date of Aling the nomination and alo on the 
date of clection . T. therefore , d emise this Election - Petition 
with costs. Advocate s fee Rs. 1, 500 , 


ELECTION PETITION NO . 4 /85 

APPENDIX OF EVIDENCE 

LIST OF WITNESS EXAMINED 
FOR PETITIONER 

FOR RESPONDENT 
1. Palam Ramakantha Reddy. 

1. M . Raghuma Reddy. 
22. Tymmalapalli. Pulle , Roddy . 

LIST OF DOCUMENTS MARKED 
Por PETITIONER 

FOR RESPONDENTS 
1 , EY, 11. Service Rrrister nf 11 - 1- 74 thn rospondent 

1. Ex. B -1 : Proceeding 
25 - 10 -83 


No . ESTT . 11 (2), 3256 83 of 


39 


1 Il- - 3 ( iii )] 

TA FIT 

- = = - - - - . . : 
2. Ex - A - 2 : Entry at Pago No. 10 of Ex- A - 1 


TIA 1 
RESS 


- 


- - 


- 


- 


- - 


+ 30 , 1988 /ATE 10 , 1909 

- 
tho Director of Agrl. Andhra Pradesh , Hydera 
bad accepting the resignation of the Respondent 
with offect 1 - 3 - 1983 . 


3. 
4. 


Ex - A -3 ; 
Ex- A - ; 
6 - 1 - 84 


Entry at Page No. 15 of Ex - A - 1. 
Entry at Page No. 15 of Ex. A .1. 


? B < 82 : Curtitiwitlo yued by PWI 10 ESTT . LI(2 ) 23751 

85 isgued to the Respondent with offect from 

1 - 3 - 1983. 
3. Ex . 5-3 : Paragraph No . 2 in Noto Fllo ESTT. II 3256 /83. 


5 . Ex . A -5 : Enuy at Page No . 14 of Fx , A - 1. 

6 - 1- 84 
6 . Ex. A -6 ; Letter addressed by Rwi to PWI 10 ilccept 

4-6 - 83 liis resignation . 
7. Ex . A - 7 : Memo issued by PWI 10 the RW .I . 

16 -6 -83 
8 . Ex. A - 8 : Letter of reply given by RW . I to P . W . 1 

Pursuent to Ex . A - 7. 
9 . Ex . A -9 : Surety bond executed by Sri G . Mohan Roddy 

22 -6 -83 and another . 
10 . Ex. A -9 (a ) : Signature of RW . 1 in Ex . A - ). . 

22 - 6 - 83 
11 Ex . A - 10 : Memo issued by PWI LO RW - 1 . 

14 - 7 - 83 
12 . EX , A - II : Reply given by RWL to PW , 1, 

20 -8 -83 
13 . Es. A - 12 : Proceedings of P . W . ¢1 accepting the resig 

25 - 10 - 1983 nation of the respondent, 
14 . Ex. A - 13 ; Lettci addrescd by the Block development ofticer , 

8 -5 -84 Amengal ro the Joint Director of Agriculture . 
15 . Ex . A -14 : Letter inddrossed by the Joint Director of Agri 

17 -10 -85 culture to PW . I . 
16 . Ex . A - 15 : Menzo issued by PW . I to the Joint Dircutor 

6-11-85 of Agriculture , Mahabubnagar . 
17. Ex, A -16 : Entire file containing Exhibits A . 6 10 A . 15 . 
18 . Ex . A -17 : Voters list of 294 Dovarakonda Asscmbly con 

stitucncy , Nalgona District. 


J. KRISHNA SARMA, Deputy Rogistrar, 

Sd. Illogible Asstt. Registarar 
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